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ATTIC BUILDING ACCOUNTS 



V. SUPPLEMENTAKY NoTES 

A. The Parthenon' 

In some recent discussions of the chronology of the Parthenon^ 
and of the works of Phidias, my arrangement of the building ac- 
counts of the Parthenon has been followed;^ it seems advisable, 
therefore, to take this opportunity to publish some readjustments 
which have been necessitated by later discoveries. 

Dr. Bannier and Dr. Fimmen, revising the Attic quota lists of 
the Delian Confederacy,' have changed some of the evidence by 
which I reconstructed the first column of the reverse of the stele. 
Formerly the only position available for fragment G, on which 
the demotic of the secretary to the Hellenotamiae is 'Pafiv6<nos or 
EayvoffLos, was year IX ;^ now, however, years X and XI are 
also open, the secretaries with the demotics 'Axapveis and 
Kfpafi€{)s having been removed to years XIII and XIV. Year 
XI must still be eliminated, being completed by fragments 
P+O+C; but year X is preferable to year IX, because the 
expenses on fragment B, which must be associated with G, are 
exactly like those of years XI to XIV, dealing only with sculpture; 
in my former arrangement these accounts for sculpture were 
interrupted by fragment K. As for fragments K and L, hereby 
displaced, the former must be assigned to year VIII, while the 
latter, as formerly, immediately precedes G and, therefore, ap- 
pears in year IX. Separating G from H, we are now able to read 
the latter in a more natural manner, with eyplannarevt] and 

' A few additions to the accounts of the Propylaea are reserved for the 
publication of the monograph dealing with that structure. 

'E.g. Frickenhaus, /6. Arch. I. 1913, pp. 351-352; Collignon, Parthenon, 
1914, pp. 48-60; Heberdey, Alt-Attische Porosskulplur, p. 236. 

' Ath. Mitt. 1913, pp. 228-238. For a general study of the quota lists taking 
ii^to account the new discoveries, see Wing, Ann. Report Am. Hist. Assn. 1916, 
I, pp. 287-297. 

*A.J.A. 1913, pp. 68-69. 

American Journal of Archaeology, Second SerieB. Journal of the ooo 

Archaeological Institute of America; Vol. XXV (1921), No. 3. ^OO 



234 WILLIAM BELL DINSMOOR 

X<Tv[ireTaov] in lines 40 and 41. The effect of these changes on 
the chronology will appear in the summary. 

Three new fragments have been added to the inscription, one 
(R) by Professor Groh/ and two (S and T) by Dr. Keramopoul- 
los,2 raising the total number to twenty. All three fragments, as 
Dr. Keramopoullos has proved, join others which I had previously 
located in the stele. A careful examination will show that these, 
too, demand a readjustment of the chronological scheme. 

Fragment R was correctly located and dated by Professor 
Groh. For, on the reverse, R fits against the bottom of C, and 
Q against the bottom of R, confirming the location which I had 
formerly assigned to Q, but raising it by twelve lines (year XII 
■containing only twenty-one lines, being the first of the short ac- 
counts like that of year XIV). Then on the obverse the first 
preserved line of R co,mes 0.378 m. below the top of the stele, 
«ven with line 22 on the obverse of E ; therefore the lines on ths 
obverse of R should be numbered 22 to 35; and since line 33 of 
R is the same as the first line on the obverse of F, the latter must 
also be numbered 33, as I for.merly calculated.' In lines 34 and 
35, which are continued from F, there were nineteen or twenty 
letters before hei and tSo; but the phrase 'Eiri Te[s Tpirts apxh] 
suggested by Kera.mopoullos would occupy only seventeen 
spaces, and the restoration of the archon's name only eighteen, 
besides being contrary to the usage of years II to X (when the 
archons were not mentioned) and allowing no space for the first 
secretary of the senate. In line 34, therefore, I retain Groh's 
reading, 'Ewl Te[s Sevrkpas apxh], renouncing my theory of the 
omission of year II, for reasons given below.* 

' Sbomlk Praci Filologickych, Prague, 1913, pp. 225-227 (the obverse only) ; 
this had been published, but not identified, by Philadelpheus, YlpoKTiKa, 1910, 
p. 124. 

^ 'E(#>. 'Kpx- 1914, pp. 197-206, publishing also for the first time the reverse 
of R. 

' Keramopoullos revises my numbering on the obverse by three lines, making 
the second prescript begin in line 37 instead of 34 {op. cit. pp. 199-200). But 
this is purely a question of measurements, and after repeated tests, both inde- 
pendently with F, and with the additional evidence of R, I must continue to 
uphold my original numbering. 

* I cannot recognize the Euthemon and Stratoeles of LG. I, 296, in our secre- 
tary E and epistates Zrpar. . .; nor does Keramopoullos' suggestion 

seem probable, that this was a central controlhng board which was engaged 
simultaneously in the erection of other buildings. 

The surplus of more than 200,000 drachmae in 11. 41-42 Keramopoullos 
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Fragment S, of the obverse, which fits against the back of Q,^ 
begins with Une 42 (as located by F) and ends with 52. Frag- 
ment T, also of the obverse, joins I. This renders impossible the 
association of I with N, which Cavaignac had suggested and 
Keramopoullos, like myself, accepted; for T shows that at the 
end of year IV a surplus of more than 13§ drachmae was handed 
over to the succeeding board, while on fragment N there is no 
surplus at all except the gold staters. 

Not only has the obverse of N been displaced, but on account 
of the raising of Q to a higher level the letters OS, on the reverse 
of N, cannot be placed as low as line 106; since the payment to 
sculptors in year XII appears in the seventeenth line of the annual 
account (line 49), we may suppose that it occupied the seven- 
teenth line of the similarly arranged year XIII (line 71). The 
bottom of this line 71 would be 1.11 m. below the top of the stele ;^ 
four more lines are sufRcient to complete this year's account; it 
seems, therefore, that the total length of the column was only 
seventy-five lines, or about 1.17 m. Such a location of N agrees 
with the evidence from the obverse, where the top is 0.13 m. 
higher than the letters Ot (of the reverse), coming, therefore, 
0.98 m. below the top of the stele, or 0.10 m. below the bottom of 
line 52 (in S) ; numbering the lines on N 59 to 72, the beginning of 
a year appears in line 70, so that the preceding year would have 
contained thirty-five lines (34 to 68), practically the average 
number. On the narrow edge of N, furthermore, the blank sur- 
face appears at a distance of only 0.025 m. below the bottom of 
line 71 of the reverse, i.e., 1.135 m. below the top of the stele; as 
the first line of year XV is 0.58 m. below the top, with the spacing 
0.0165 m. we have a maximum of thirty-three short lines in this 
year, as compared with forty-four in year XIV. 

The fact that the column containing years XI to XIII had a 
length of only seventy-five lines is of considerable importance. 
The accounts of years XIV and XV, if they had not been written 

considers to have been a permanent emergency fund, which was handed over 
each year like the gold staters, because of the coincidence that another large 
sum (between 200,000 and 500,000 drachmae) appears as a surplus in the 
seventh year; but a difficulty with this theory is that on fragment N (at the 
end of this second year, as will appear) there was no surplus except the gold 
staters. 

1 Not against R, as Keramopoullos states (op. eit. p. 198). 

2 The bottom of line 56, in Q, is 0.875 m. below the top of the stele, and the 
spacing of the lines is 0.0156 m. 
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on narrow edges, would have occupied only twenty-four and 
eighteen lines respectively, a total of forty-four lines (including the 
intervals between the accounts). If the stele had been 2.04 m. 
high, as I estimated from Column 1,^ it seems incredible that 
years XIV and XV would have been relegated to the narrow 
edges; for the forty-four lines could have been inscribed below 
year XIII, yet leaving an empty space of 0.185 m. at the bottom,* 
as compared with 0.088 m. and 0.195 m. below two columns of 
the obverse. The natural inference is that the stele was not high 
enough to allow even the twenty-four lines for year XIV; that 
is, it was less than about 1.60 m. 

Under these circumstances, it becomes impossible to place 
fragment I at the bottom of Column I of the obverse, where I 
was obliged to locate it because I had no precedent for a stele 
with as many as three double columns. Now, however, we have 
such precedent in the accounts I.G. I, '284-288, tentatively as- 
signed to the Athena Promachos^; and we need not hesitate to 
restore three double columns for the Parthenon, fragment N 
coming near the bottom of the first, while T+ 1 and M form the 
actual bottoms of the second and third columns respectively. 
This in turn relieves the congestion in the first four years, which 
formerly required the omission of year II, and in line 34 we are 
able to restore Sevrkpas, which better fills the space between 
fragments F and R. The peculiar formula in Hnes 39 to 40 can 
still be interpreted as emphasizing the fact that the under- 
secretary was the same as in the preceding year. The reason for 
the double contribution from the treasurers of Athena in a single 
year (lines 45 to 50)^ still remains obscure. 

A new examination of the fragments in the Museum has con- 
firmed the rearrangement with three double columns. A straight 
diagonal crack which at present forms the left edges of L and G, 
and the right edge of B, on the reverse,^ appears also on fragment 
J of the obverse, at the lower right corner, in such a way as to 
oblige us to place it immediately above the obverse of G. Frag- 
ment J does not actually touch the top of G or the back of L, 

' A.J.A. 1913, p. 77. 

2 Le. 1.17+44X0.0156=1.855 m.; and 2.04-.1.855 = 0.185 m. 
' See above, pp. 118-129. 
* 'E<^. 'Apx. 1914, p. 205. 

' This crack is a final proof that L, G, and B, which do not come into actual 
contact, should be grouped as I had represented them. 
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but there can be no doubt of the connection. i The obverse of 
G must, therefore, be assigned to year IV, to which J belongs, as 
we know from its contents.. Assembling the group B, G, I, J, L, 
and T, it appears that between the last line of J and the first of 
G (obverse) four lines must have intervened (the receipts of year 
IV covering, therefore, twenty lines); and between the last line 
of G (obverse) and the first of I exists a gap of at least eighteen 
lines (the expenses of year IV covering, therefore, at least twenty- 
five lines). With the obverse of G thus located in year IV, the 
reverse would appear (if my former arrangement of the stele were 
to be retained) in year XIII, a position from which it is excluded 
by fragment Q and by the fact that the demotic of the secretary 
to the Hellenotamiae in year XIII was 'Axapvtvs. But in the 
revised arrangement, with G coming between J and I near the 
bottom of the middle column of the obverse, G+B would appear 
on the reverse likewise near the bottom of the middle column, 
immediately preceding year XI at the top of the last column; 
the date is, therefore, year X, as we had ascertained from the 
contents of these fragments. 

Only by this rearrangement, furthermore, can we obtain place 
for a new fragment of the stele, U, which raises the total number 
of fragments to twenty-one.^ It preserves the reverse face and 
top of the stele, and contains the beginning of an annual account. 
The first receipt of the surplus occurs in line 8 (0.113 m. below 
the top) and so does not agree with Columns IV or VI; therefore 
we must place fragment U in Column V, where it forms the be- 
ginning of year IX, reading as follows: 

'Etti res ivares apxes hii iypamxaTtve ]0? 

T€i ;8oX«t xpoTos iypafinaTiVi: nep7]^5E0EN. 

5 

'tTKTTaTai hois 'Aj'tikXcs xavvtypafifiareve] 

ToiiTOts "KeiiifiaTa to ivtavro tovto rdSe] 

•jrapd Tov Tporkpov eirterTlATON 
Xpvao (TTaripis Ao)u<^(7'ok]ENOI 
10 xpv(^o (TTaripes Kuft/ce]NOI 

Trapd TanLov hoi to. res 6]E0ETAMIEY0N; 

• The crack is of a peculiar nature, with an offset at a depth of about 0.04 
m. from the plane of the obverse. 
2 Fragment U, unpublished, is in the Epigraphical Museum. 



ATTIC BUILDING ACCOUNTS 239 

holt e7pa/i/idT«y]Zl// [jc] I AAES 

TTopct RtWtvoTa/iwv /!oT]5EPAO<t>IUO§ 

eypannaTivt ]0§ 

15 Tapa TafiLOV H«<^at(TTtKS] ArOUAYPE[to 

ToiJL x]ENTEMEP[6;' 



18 ]ET 

The item to which 11. 15-16 refer is obviously the same as that 
entered in the accounts of the Propylaea, Column III, 11. 14-15.'- 
The number of spaces before dx6 in line 15 of the Parthenon 
stele is the same as the number in line 14 of the Propylaea ac- 
count; therefore we may restore H«<^((ttwo in the Parthenon 
account and, reciprocally, U[aD]P[eio in that of the Propylaea.^ 
We are certainly concerned with one of the Laurium mines, 
which were usually named after divinities,' such as Aphrodis- 
iacum, ApoUoniacum, Artemisiacum, Athenaiicum, Demetria- 
cum, Dionysiacum, Dioscuricum, Hermaicum, Pandrosiacum (?), 
and Poseidoniacum.'* And in fact we actually learn of a mine 
called the Hephaestiacum.* Apparently the state's share of the 
profits of this mine, or rather five-sixths of the income (if we may 
so interpret to/j. irkvrt nepov in Ihe next line),^ were used for 
building purposes. It is probable that the same entry is to be 
restored in year III (Col. II, 11. 44-45> of the Propylaea account, 
where we have the letters \OMi[evTi fitpdv].'' There is sufficient 
space to insert it also in years I (Col. I, 11. 8-15), II (Col. I, 
11. 60-62), and V (Col. iv| 11. 9-18) of the Propylaea accounts; 
no such entry occurs in the Parthenon accounts of the corres- 
ponding period 437-432 b.c. For the preceding decade, apart 
from the known entry in year IX of the Parthenon, it is possible 

» A.J.A. 1913, p. 396 (on p. 384 we should read "treasurers of the Hephae- 
sti(a)cum." 

2 The fourth letter, which I formerly read T, seems rather to be P. 

3 Ardaillon, Mines de Laurion, pp. 179-180; Roberts and Gardner, Greek 
Epigraphy, II, p. 312; Oikonomos, Ath. Mitt. 1910, p. 295. 

*I.G. II, 780-782 b; Ath. Mitt. 1910, pp. 274-322. 

' I.G. II, 782 b, 14; the second a is certainly omitted in the Propylaea 
account, H«#>at<7Ti(a)K3. 

^ Possibly iJikpos has the sense of i.wovoM'li, implying that the epistatae received 
five shares of the many into which the state's income from the mines was- 
divided (see Ardaillon, op. cit. pp. 197-198). 

'A. /.A. 1913, p. 393. 
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to restore it also in year X;' and it may well have appeared every 
year, since the receipts of years I, III, VI, VII, and VIII are com- 
pletely lost, and those of years II, IV, and V contain sufficient 
space for such an item. 

I now arrange the stele with eight double columns, three on 
each face and two on the narrow edges (Fig. 1). Since Column 
I included the beginning of year III, and Column II had the first 
part of year V, and since these two columns were probably of 
equal length (in neither case concluding a year's account), we 
may estimate that each contained ninety lines. Then Column 
III would have only eighty-three lines, allowing no space for 
year VII, which must be assigned to the reverse. On the reverse 
it is probable that Columns IV and V each contained the accounts 
of two years; each begins with an annual prescript, and we found 
that year X appeared at the bottom of Column V. And we 
know that in Column VI were three shorter accounts. The total 
height of the stele becomes 1.60 m., and the width 1.80 m. 

Having attempted, in my previous article on this subject, to 
give a consecutive reading of all the extant fragments,'^ I now 
summarize all the later additions' and revisions, including the 
new numbering of the lines. 

Obverse 
Prescript, year I 
1- 6. D gives the ends of the linesj with the increase in the width of the 
stele to 1.80 m., each Une would have contained a maximum of 90 
letters, spaced 0.019 m. on centres (I had formerly estimated 58 
letters), making my earlier suggestion impossible. 

Column I 
7-22. Receipts; R giving the last line . . EN . . 
23-33. Expenses; R+F, as restored by Keramopoullos, who numbers them 

26-36; in 25, read [o-yias UivrtKiStv, in 31, restore [AA . . . 
34r-40. Prescript, year II; F+R, as follows: 34, ETnTE[s5«uTepa$apx« 

HEIE[ iypannanvC, 35, HAl'AI[eusT€i|8oX«A>'T]l AO[posir- 

poTouypaixixaTfvC, 36, STPAT [ ; 37, SAUAM [ : 

38—10 as in my previous publication. 
41- ? Receipts; F+S, as follows: 41, A A [ TrapeXoiSopeciropaT- 

ovTpoTip; 42, occTrio-TarolN ; 43-52 as restored by Keramopoullos. who 

numbers them 45-54. 

1 Col. V, 11. 60-61 (end of fragment G): rapi. Taiuof He^ai'jSTII [3 AttA 
Aauptio, and t] N P [4i/T6 liepov; I had formerly suggested ipyvplo rpaekvTo] 
?TII [i TobTo, and <rTo9M]0N P {A.J.A. 1913, pi. III). 

^A.J.A. 1913, pi. II, pp. 66-67, pi. III-IV, pp. 74-76 (fragments A-Q). 

' Referring to Keramopoullos, 'E</>. 'kpx- 1914, pp. 198-201 (fragments R-T), 
and to pp. 238-239 above (fragment U). 
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?-68. Expenses; N gives parts of 59-68 (my former I, 90-99, omitting item 
colmnn). 

70-74. Prescript, year III; N gives the beginnings of 70-72, as follows: 70, 
ETnTE[sTpiTesopx«sft« . . . ; 71, . . . EY[sTei^oXa . . . ; 72, ... . 
TT. .. 

75-90. Receipts. 

Column II 
7- ? Receipts. 
?-22. Expenses. 

24-28. Prescript, year IV. 

29-48. Receipts; J + G; J gives 29-41 (my former I, 73-85; in 40, the pre- 
served figure is M, not X), and G gives 45-48 (my former II, 35-38). 

49-73. Expenses; G-(-T4-l; G gives 49 (my former II, 39), I gives items 
of 68-73 (my former I, 94-99), and T gives ends of sums in 71 and 
73 (Keramopoullos). 

75-79. Prescript, year V; I as in my previous publication (I, 101-105, omit- 
ting N). 

80-90. Receipts; ! as in my previous publication (I, 106-116), with the fol- 
lowing emendations: 80, restore AVFF Mil]; 81, read Aayj; 85, 

restore \wvhoi.Tart%9ioiTaiuivov\; 87, insert hon. 

Column III 

7- ? Receipts; D + E give the ends of 8-9 and 17-22 (my former II, 8-22)' 
?-36. Expenses; A gives the ends of 30-35 (my former II, 30-35). 
38-42. Prescript, year VI (approximate location). 

43- ? Receipts. 

?-83. Expenses; M gives the ends of 76-83 (my former II, 102-109). 

Reverse 

Column IV 

4- 8. Pi'escript, year VII; D as in my previous publication (III, 4-8), 

restoring ht^ionts instead of oy&ots. 
9- ? Receipts; D gives the sums in 9-15 (my former III, 9-15). 
?-36. Expenses; H locates the last Mne (my former III, 36). 
38-43. Prescript, year VIII; H gives the beginnings of 38-41, as follows: 
38, ETT I [Teso75o«sapx«sAei • • • ; 39, TrPOB[aXio-iosT«i/3oX« . . . ; 40, 
EAP[a;u;uaT6U« . . . ; 41, X<Y[7reTao>' .... 

44- ? Receipts. 

?-90. Expenses; K gives 63-70 (my former III, 94-101). 

Column V 
2- 7. Prescript, year IX; U, as given above. 
8-30. Receipts; U contains 8-18, as given above. 
31-47. Expenses; L-hG (my former III, 20-36). 

49-54. Prescript, year X; G as in my previous publication (III, 38-43, 
omitting H) ; in 49, read [ExtT6sS«aTesapx«sAei j4>ll/0SEAP 

55-66. Receipts; G -I- B (my former III, 44-55); read 60, xaoaraMiocHe^oiI 

<Tll[oaxoAaup«o]; 61, TjONTT[ej'Tfiti«po»'. 

67-81. Expenses; B gives 67-77 (my former III, 56-66). 
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Column VI 
1- 4. Prescript, year XI; P+0 (my former IV, 1-4). 
5-16. Receipts; (my former IV, 5-16). 
17-31. Expenses; C + R (my former IV, 17-31, with R in the last three lines 

as shown by Keramopoullos). 
33-35. Prescript, year XII; R + F, as restored by Keramopoullos; but divide 

5o/5«aTes between 33-34, place «xi in 35, and read kOtvaiot.]'^. 
36-40. Receipts; R + F, as restored by Keramopoullos. 
41-53. Expenses; R+Q; R gives the first three lines (as restored by Kera- 
mopoullos), and Q gives 44-53 (my former IV, 56-65). 
55-57. Prescript, year XIII; Q (my former IV, 67-69); read AvrtoxiSo. 
58-62. Receipts. 
63-75. Expenses; N gives the end of 71 (my former IV, 106). 

Right Edge 
Column VII 
1- 9. Prescript, year XIV; D (my former V, 1-9). 
10-26. Receipts; D + E (my former V, 10-26). 
27-44. Expenses; E+A+H (my former V, 27-44).' 

Left Edge 

Column VIII 
1- 9. Prescript, year XV; F (my former VI, 1-9). 
10- ? Receipts; F gives 10-11 (my former VI, 10-11). 
?-33. Expenses. 

On account of the numerous chronological changes involved, 
it seems advisable to reprint the historical summary which I 
formerly published,^ as follows: 

Year I, 447/6 B.C.; Timarchides archon, Diodorus of Paeonidae 
secretary to the Hellenotamiae. The Parthenon begun with 
Ictinus and Callicrates as architects. The famous gold staters 
were already in the treasury, where they remained for the fifteen 
years.' Payments were made for quarrying and transporting 
marble (though not yet for working it), for wages of carpenters 
and laborers, and for salaries of the epistatae, architects, and 
secretaries. 

Year II, 446/5 B.C.; Callimachus archon, (Ant)idorus (?) first 

secretary to the senate, E of Halae secretary to the epistatae, 

Execestus of Athmone to the treasurers of Athena. 

' The location of fragment H, fitting below A+E, as determined in my pre- 
vious article, is correct, though at one period (A.J.A. 1913, p. 388, n. 1) the 
error in the word /tara^ueWois (ibid. p. 75), and the condition of the letters on 
the reverse, so enlarged by corrosion as to resemble those on the obverse, in- 
clined me to doubt this attribution. 

'A.J.A. 1913, pp. 77-80. 

3 Cf. J.H.S. 1914, p. 277. 
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Year III, 445/4 b.c; Lysijnachides archon, Eu secretary to 

the Hellenotamiae. 

Year IV, 444/3 b.c; Praxiteles archon, Strombichus of Chol- 
leidae secretary to the Hellenotamiae. The earliest extant 
notice of the contribution of the dxapx« (then 42,675 dr. 5 ob.) ; 
Pericles accused by Thucydides of the misuse of the Delian funds; 
the charge dismissed and Thucydides ostracized.' The new fleet 
of triremes finished and the surplus money (90,000 dr.) turned 
over to the Parthenon. Wood purchased, probably for scaffolding. 

Year Y, 443/2 b.c; Lysanias archon, os first secretary to 

the senate, Timotheus annual secretary to the epistatae, Anticles 
permanent under-secretary,^ Andr- — ■ — secretary to the treasurers 
of Athena, Sophiades of Eleusis to the Hellenotamiae. The mid- 
dle long wall finished by Callicrates, and the surplus money 
devoted to the Parthenon. 

Year VI, 442/1 b.c; Diphilus archon, Anticles under-secretary 
to the epistatae, Chalcideus of Melite secretary to the Hellenota- 
miae. The columns channeled. 

Year VII, 441/0 b.c; Timocles archon, • of Ph 

secretary to the epistatae, Anticles under-secretary. 

Year VIII, 440/39 b.c; Morychides archon, — — — • of Proba- 
linthus secretary to the epistatae, Anticles under-secretary, Sosis- 
tratus of Hybadae secretary to the Hellenotamiae. The doors of 
the naos set in place (?). 

Year IX, 439/8 b.c; Glaucinus archon, Anticles under-secre- 
tary to the epistatae, of Laci^dae secretary to the treasurers 

of Athena, Ergophilus to the Hellenota.miae. The only preserved 
entry of the receipt from the Hephaestiacum silver mine. Ivory 
bought, and silver ornaments made, for decorating the doors; 
payments to woodworkers and gilders (probably for the ceiling, 
the latter, perhaps, also for the marble mouldings). The marble 
now brought to the Ergasteria is probably to be in readiness for 
the pediment sculptures. 

Year X, 438/7 b.c; Theodorus archon, philus secretary to 

the epistatae, Anticles under-secretary, of Rhamnus (or 

'■ The appearance of the word 'Adevaiois whenever the archon's name is 
given in these records signifies that the documents were not purely local, and 
implies that the allies had formally destined the ixopx« as their contribution 
toward the rebuilding of the Parthenon. I owe this suggestion to Professor 
W. S. Ferguson; a similar statement was made by Foucart (Rev. de Philologie, 
1903, pp. 10-11; cf. ColUgnon, PartUrum, 1914, p. 41. 

2 The name of Anticles may have appeared also in the four earlier prescripts. 
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Hagnus) secretary to the Hellenotainiae, The treasurers of 
Athena cease to contribute to the Parthenon, devoting all their 
efforts to the completion of the statue of Athena Parthenos. 
The statue conipleted by Phidias and dedicated at the Panathe- 
naic festival; its surplus material turned over to the Parthenon 
by the epistatae of the statue, and part of the gold sold to assist 
in paying for the carving of the pediment sculptures (which were 
probably Ukewise the work of Phidias and his assistants). The 
Parthenon virtually completed, and surplus wood from the scaf- 
foldings and roof sold. The pediment sculptures begun and work 
henceforth confined to them. 

Year XI, 437/6 B.C.; Euthymenes archon, Peithiades first 
secretary to the senate, Anticles acting secretary to the epistatae. 
The Propylaea begun, whereupon the Hellenotamiae and the 
treasurers of the Hephaestiacum mine cease to contribute to the 
Parthenon, and the treasurers of Athena, instead of resuming 
their contributions for the construction of the Parthenon (now 
that the statue had been completed), likewise divert their funds 
to the Propylaea. Contributions from private individuals, 
hitherto given for the statue, now distributed between the Par- 
thenon and the Propylaea. Surplus ivory and tin sold. 

Year XII, 436/5 B.C.; Lysimachus archon, Anticles appointed 

permanent secretary to the epistatae, of Aexone secretary 

to the Hellenotamiae. Funds received from the agents of some 
holy precinct. 

Year XIII, 435/4 B.C.; Antiochides archon, as first secre- 
tary to the senate, Anticles secretary to the epistatae, Thoinilus of 
Acharnae to the Hellenotamiae. 

Year XIV, 434/3 B.C.; Crates archon, Metagenes first secretary 
to the senate, Anticles secretary to the epistatae, Crates of Lamp- 
trae to the treasurers of Athena, Protonicus of the Cerair icus to 
the Hellenotamiae. As the Propylaea approach completion, the 
treasurers of Athena give part of their funds to the Parthenon 
sculptures. Of the total receipts (29,147 dr. 4 ob.) in this year, 
16,392 dr. given as wages to the sculptors, and 1800 dr. as salaries 
to the epistatae, architects, and secretary. 

Year XV, 433/2 b.c; Apseudes archon, Critiades first secretary 
to the senate, Anticles secretary to the epistatae, Euthias of Ana- 
phlystus to the treasurers of Athena, Philetaerus (or Philemoni- 
des) to the Hellenotamiae. The Parthenon sculptures completed 
and the accounts closed; Phidias accused of embezzlement and 
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impiety; the outbreak of the Peloponnesian War at the same time 
terminates work on the Propylaea and the Erechtheum. 

B. The Erechtheum 

Fragment I.G. I, 414, hitherto missing, has recently been 
rediscovered in the Epigraphical Museum;' the forms and size of 
the letters are exactly like those of the obverse of the Chandler 
stele of the Erechtheum, and probably it formed part of the list 
of miscellaneous unworked stones near the end of Column II, 
between B and D.^ 

The accounts of 408/7 b.c. cannot be restored in the manner 
which I had proposed.' Against the location of Column II of K 
above Column I of M, the following objections may now be made: 

(1) From the 47 lines which I allowed for the frieze sculptures 
below K, Column II, must be subtracted (a) a few Hues for the 
total payment to laborers and for the salaries to the architect and 
the under-secretary,^ and (b) about 8 lines for the encaustic paint- 
ers who certainly worked in the seventh prytany.' Therefore 
of the 47 lines formerly allowed for the frieze sculptures, above 
M, only 30 at most would now be available. The missing 2448 
dr. of frieze sculptures could not possibly have been accounted for 
in this interval.^ (2) A renewed examination of K has shown 
that the top is not original, as I formerly assumed,^ and that the 
bottom is cut in the same manner, not exactly level; both cut- 
tings are mediaeval, and the amount lost at each end is more 
than 0.04 m. (the width of the drafted margin cut at the top and 
bottom of the edge of M). 

The evidence now seems to demand (1) an increase in the 
width of the slabs to four columns (0.896 m.), which would agree, 
as well as three columns, with the evidence from the dowels, and 

(2) a return to Kolbe's arrangement of three tiers with a total 
height of 3X0.958=2.874 m., each column normally containing 
250 lines. Supposing that there were three vertical rows or 
series of slabs, K may be placed in the same slab with M, in the 
second tier of the second series (columns V-VIII); and as Kirch - 

'■ My attention was called to this piece by Dr. Fimmen. 

2 See A.J.A. 1913, p. 245, fig. 1. 

' Ibid. p. 267. 

* My attention has been called to this by Professor Kolbe. 

« Hill, A.J.A. 1910, p. 294. 

» We should prefer about 61 hues {A.J.A. 1913, p. 257). 

' IMd. p. 258. 



246 



WILLIAM BELL DINSMOOR 



hoff and Kolbe proposed, P and L might be placed in the upper 
tier of this series (columns VI and VII- VIII respectively), and N 
in the lower tier (columns V-VI). The only fragment of the first 
series of slabs (columns I-IV) would then be from the right edge, 
aud, therefore, in column IV. On the third series of slabs would 
have been inscribed columns IX-X, from which we have seven 
fragments (in my former restoration assigned to columns X-XI), 
Q in the top tier, R and S in the middle tier, while U, T, W, and 



;■ V. ;! 


1 ! k 


1! Ji ;| 


11 ; 

1 




\\ ;! |: 






■ ' i 1! 


\ 




(1 ;' 



Figure 2. — Erechtheum Accounts of 408-7 b.c. 



V remain as before in the lowest tier. Probably the remaining 
two columns on this third series of slabs remained unoccupied, 
and the accounts of 407/6 to 405/4 (X, Y, and Z) appeared on 
two separate slabs. It may be noted that this arrangement of 
three series of slabs (nominally twelve columns) in the year 
408/7 would bring the main heading, as it now exists, directly in 
the centre of the central series, above columns VI-VII. To 
avoid the compression of the first six prytany accounts resulting 
from this scheme, however, I am of the opinion that we should 
add another series of slabs at the left, making four in all, K+M 
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appearing in the third series. The main heading on P+L can 
easily be so restored as to extend the proper distance to the left, 
covering the second and third series of slabs (Fig. 2) ;' somewhat 
as follows : 

Eri^TATAITONEOTOEMrOL-EIENHOITOAPXAIONAAAUMAEr 
IEYKTEM0N05APX0NT0S 

A HYTOAPAMMATEY? APX ITEKT ON 

B rVPAION APX I1/0X0 $ 

A OTPYNEYS AAPY I/E0E N 

This allows space for the names of officials who, as well as the 
architect, required mention in the main heading. 

William Bell Dinsmoor. 
Columbia Untvehsity, 
New York 

• The three fragments of the later accounts of 407/6-405/4 b.c. are not 
here repeated, their relative positions being as shown in my former article 
{A.J.A. 1913, p. 257). 



